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We present an algorithm that provides a Gröbner representation of a binary linear code
C and also the set of all coset leaders, denoted by CL(C). Its complexity is linear on the
number of elements of CL(C), which is smaller than exhaustive search in F

n

2
. It is also

shown that the same algorithm could provide a set of codewords which form a test set
for decoding by a gradient-like decoding algorithm.
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1. Introduction

Complete decoding problem (CDP) addresses the question of retrieving a codeword

that minimized the hamming distance with respect to a given received word. On the

other hand the t-bounded distance decoding problem (t-BDD) looks for a codeword,

if possible, whose hamming distance to a given received word is at most t. Observe

that if t coincides with the covering radius of the code C, then both problems over C

are equivalent. In fact in the CDP of a linear code, those errors that can be corrected
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are those related to the coset leaders since if there is more than one leader in a coset

there is more than one choice for the error.

Let H be a parity check matrix of a linear code and s be the syndrome of a

received word. It is widely known that t-BDD problem is equivalent to the coset

weights problem (CWP) which can be stated as the problem of finding an error

vector of hamming weight at most t with the same syndrome as the received word.

If we express the problem schematically it becomes:

Input: A binary r × n matrix H , a vector s ∈ F
n
2 and a non-negative integer t.

Problem: Does a binary vector e ∈ F
n
2 of Hamming weight at most t exist such

that He = s?

Therefore finding a solution the previous problem is equivalent to solving the

t-BDD problem of the received word.

The set of coset leaders in linear codes has been related to the set of minimal

support codewords which have been used in maximum likelihood decoding analysis

[2,14] and in secret sharing schemes since they describe the minimal access structure

[15]. Moreover a slight modification of the main algorithm proposed in this paper

to compute the set of all coset leaders can be done to obtain a test set (called leader

codewords) that allows gradient descent decoding. In [5] the authors proved that the

two gradient descent decoding algorithm for binary codes proposed independently

by Liebler [13] and by Ashikhmin and Barg [1] are equivalent.

All problems mentioned above are considered to be hard computational prob-

lems (see for example [2,3]) even if preprocessing is allowed [9]. Our purpose is to

extend the previous work on Gröbner representation to obtain the set of all coset

leaders taking advantage of the additive structure of the cosets which could be done

efficiently.

Note that the structure described in this paper is related to the monotone struc-

ture of the sets of correctable and uncorrectable errors and also introduced in [11].

They introduce trial sets of codewords, considering the linear ordering of all vectors

of a fixed length defined by x � y if and only if x has smaller Hamming weight than

y or they have the same Hamming weight but is lexicographically smaller than y.

In that paper they describe the minimal uncorrectable errors under the ordering

and the so-called larger halves of minimal codewords as well as use the description

to give a gradient-like decoding algorithm. The same approach is considered in [16].

The following is an outline of the paper. In Section 2 we have compiled some

basic facts on coding theory and the Gröbner representation of binary linear codes.

As for prerequisites, the reader is expected to be familiar with these topics. However

we will touch only an a few aspect of the theory of Gröbner bases since the paper

is written in a “Gröbner bases” -free context. For a deeper discussion of Gröbner

representation for linear codes we refer the reader to [6,8,4] where recent results and

some applications are indicated, in order to get a general picture on the subjects

we recommend [7].

In Section 3 our main result is stated and proved. Moreover the main theorem
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provides an algorithm to compute the set of all coset leaders. The example presented

at the end of this section of a binary linear code with 64 cosets and 118 coset

leaders suggests extra applications of the algorithm such as how to obtain the weight

distribution of the coset leaders or the Newton and Covering radius of a code. These

applications do not pose a large additional cost to the proposed algorithm.

Section 4 is devoted to show how the previous algorithm can be adapted to

compute a test set for the code which we refer to as leader codewords. Not only

do we prove that they are zeroneighbors but also that the knowledge of the set of

leader codewords can be used to compute all coset leaders corresponding to a given

received word.

In Section 5 some complexity results are discussed. Finally some conclusions and

new directions for future research are outlined.

2. Preliminaries

By F2 we denote the finite field with 2 elements. A linear code C over F2 of length

n and dimension k, or an [n, k] binary code for short, is a k-dimensional subspace

of Fn
2 . We will call the vectors v in F

n
2 words and the particular case where v ∈ C,

codewords. For every vector y ∈ F
n
2 its support is define as its support as a vector

in F
n
2 , i.e. supp(y) = {i | yi 6= 0} and its Hamming weight, denoted by wH(y) as

the cardinality of supp(y).

The Hamming distance, dH(x,y), between two vectors x, y ∈ F
n
q is the number

of places where they differ, or equivalently, dH(x,y) = wH(x − y). The minimum

distance d of a linear code C is defined as the minimum weight among all nonzero

codewords.

Definition 1. The words of minimal Hamming weight in the cosets of Fn
2/C are

the set of coset leaders for C in F
n
2 . We will denote by CL(C) the set of coset leaders

of the code C and by CL(y) the subset of coset leaders corresponding to the coset

C + y.

Remark 2. It is well known that CDP over the code C has a unique solution for

those vectors in the union of the Hamming balls of radius t around the codewords

of C i.e. B(C, t) = {y ∈ F
n
2 | c ∈ C s.t. dH(c,y) ≤ t}, where t = ⌊d−1

2 ⌋ is the error-

correcting capacity of C and ⌊·⌋ denotes the greatest integer function.

From now on {ei | i = 1, . . . , n} represents the canonical basis of Fn
2 . The fol-

lowing theorem gives us a nice relationship between the coset leaders.

Theorem 3. Let w ∈ CL(C) such that w = y + ei for some word y ∈ F
n
2 and

i ∈ supp(w), then y ∈ CL(w).

Proof. See [12, Corollary 11.7.7].

Definition 4. A Gröbner representation of Fn
2/C is a pair (N,φ) where:
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(1) N is a transversal for the cosets of Fn
2/C such that 0 ∈ N and for each n ∈

N \ {0} there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that n = n′ + ei with n′ ∈ N and

(2) φ : N × {ei}ni=1 −→ N is a function called Matphi that maps each pair (n, ei)

to the element of N representing the coset of n+ ei.

3. Computing the set of coset leaders

We will use the following characteristic crossing functions:

H : Ns −→ F
s
2 and N : Fs

2 −→ N
s .

The maps H is reduction modulo 2 whereas the map N replaces the class of 0, 1

by the same symbols regarded as natural numbers. The integer s is determined by

context and both maps act coordinate-wise.

Definition 5. An ordering ≺ on F
n
2 is a weight compatible ordering if for any

a, b ∈ F
n
2 we say a ≺ b if

wH(a) < wH(b) or wH(a) = wH(b) and Na ≺1 Nb

where ≺1 is any admissible order on N
n.

Remark 6. A weight compatible ordering ≺ is in general not admissible on F
n
2 but

it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) ≺ is a Noetherian order on F
n
2 since F

n
2 is finite.

(2) Let v, w ∈ F
n
2 , if supp(v) ⊂ supp(w) then v ≺ w.

Definition 7. The object List is an ordered set of elements in Fn
2 w.r.t. a weight

compatible order ≺ verifying the following properties:

(1) 0 ∈ List.

(2) If v ∈ List and wH(v) = wH (N(v)) then {v + ei | i /∈ supp(v)} ⊂ List,

where N(v) = min≺ {w | w ∈ List ∩ (C + v)}.

Remark 8. If the second condition holds for v ∈ F
n
2 then v is a coset leader for

the coset C + v.

Definition 9. For each v ∈ List we have defined N(v) as the minimal element

w.r.t. a fixed weight compatible order ≺ which belongs to the intersection List ∩

(C + v). Will denote by N the set of distinct N(v) with v ∈ List.

Next theorem states that the object List includes the set of coset leaders of a

given binary linear code.

Theorem 10. Let w ∈ F
n
2 . If w ∈ CL(C) then w ∈ List.

Proof. We will proceed by Noetherian induction on F
n
2 with a weight compatible

ordering ≺.
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The statement is true for 0 ∈ F
n
2 by definition. Now assume that the desired

property is true for any word u smaller than an arbitrary but fixed w ∈ CL(C)\{0}

w.r.t. ≺, i.e.

if u ∈ CL(C) and u ≺ w then u ∈ List.

Let i ∈ supp(w), we can write w = u + ei with i /∈ supp(u), or equivalently,

supp(u) ⊂ supp(w), hence u ≺ w. In addition, since w ∈ CL(C), then by Theorem

3 also u ∈ CL(C). So if we invoke the induction hypothesis we have that u ∈ List.

Moreover wH(u) = wH (N(u)) which is clear from the fact that u ∈ CL(C). We now

apply property 2 of Definition 7 which gives, as claimed, that w = u + ei ∈ List

with i /∈ supp(u).

Algorithm 1: CLBC Algorithm

Data: A weight compatible ordering ≺ and a parity check matrix H of a

binary code C.

Result: The set of coset leaders CL(C) and (N , φ) a Gröbner representation

for C.

1 List←− [0]; N ←− ∅; r←− 0; CL(C)←− ∅; S ←− ∅;

2 while List 6= ∅ do

3 t←− NextTerm[List]; s←− tHT ;

4 j ←− Member[s,S];

5 if j 6= false then

6 for k ∈ supp(t) : t = t′ + ek with t′ ∈ N

7 φ(t′, ek)←− t

8 endfor

9 if wH(t) = wH(tj) then

10 CL(C)[tj ]←− CLC[tj ] ∪ {t};

11 List←− InsertNext[t, List];

12 end if

13 else

14 r ←− r + 1; tr ←− t; N ←− N ∪ {tr};

15 CL(C)[tr]←− {tr}; S ←− S ∪ {s};

16 List = InsertNext[tr, List];

17 for k ∈ supp(tr) : tr = t′ + ek with t′ ∈ N

18 φ(t′, ek)←− tr;

19 φ(tr , ek)←− t′;

20 endfor

21 end if

22 end while

The subfunctions used in the algorithm are:
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• InsertNext[t, List], adds to List all the sums t + ek with k /∈ supp(t) and

keeps List in increasing order w.r.t. the ordering ≺.

• NextTerm[List], returns the first element from List and deletes it. If List is

empty returns ∅.

• Member[obj, G], returns the position j of obj in G if obj ∈ G and false other-

wise.

Remark 11. First we perform subroutine t = NextTerm[List] where the element

t is deleted from the set List. Then subroutine InsertNext[t, List] is carried out

which inserts in List all the elements of the form:

t′ = t+ ek with k /∈ supp(t), i.e. t′ ≻ t.

Therefore all the new elements inserted in List are greater than those that have

already been deleted from it with respect to ≺.

Theorem 12. The CLBC algorithm computes the set of coset leaders of a given

binary code C and its corresponding Matphi function.

Proof. Let us first prove that the set List is well defined according to Definition

7. 0 ∈ List verifying property 1, by Step 1. In Step 3 the syndrome of t =

NextTerm[List] is computed, then we have two possible cases based on the outcome

of Step 4:

(1) If j = false then the coset C + t has not yet been considered. Thus, according

to Remark 11, we have that N(t) = t and Step 16 guarantees property 2.

(2) Contrarily, if j 6= false, then the element N(t) = tj has already been com-

puted. However, if t ∈ CL(C), or equivalently, wH(t) = wH(tj), then Step 11

certified property 2.

Therefore Algorithm CLBC construct the object List in accordance with Definition

7.

Furthermore, on one hand Step 10 and 15 assure the computation of the set of

coset leaders of the given code; and on the other Step 7, 18 and 19 computes the

Matphi function. Note that Step 17 is necessary since the above first case assure

that N(tr) = tr so by Theorem 3 t′ ∈ CL(C). But tr = t′ + ek with k ∈ supp(tr)

so by Remark 11 t′ ≺ tr has already been considered on the algorithm. Thus we

have actually proved that the CLBC algorithm guarantees the desired outputs.

Finally notice that the cardinality of the set List is bounded by n times the

cardinality of CL(C) and Step 11 and 16 guarantee that when the complete set

of coset leaders is computed no more elements are inserted in List while Step 3

continues deleting elements from it. Thus after a finite number of steps the set List

get empty. Consequently, Step 2 give the end of the algorithm.

Remark 13. Note that the Algorithm CLBC returns (N , φ) that fulfill Definition

4, for correctness we refer the reader to [8, Theorem 1]. Furthermore, by Definition
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9, those representative of the cosets given by N are the smallest terms in List w.r.t.

≺.

Remark 14. The collection of programs and procedures GBLA LC (Gröbner

Basis by Linear Algebra and Linear Codes) has been already presented in previous

works (see for instance [6,8,4]). This framework consist of various files written in

the GAP [10] language and included in GAP’s package GUAVA 3.10.

Now we have implemented the CLBC algorithm and added to the collection

GBLA LC. This function GBLA, has the same input of the algorithm and returns

a list with three components given by the set of coset leaders with respect to any

total degree compatible ordering, the function Matphi and the error correction

capacity of a given binary code.

Example 15. Consider the [n = 10, k = 4, d = 4] binary code C defined by the

following parity check matrix:

HC =



















1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0

1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0

1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1



















∈ F
6×10
2 .

The CLBC function returns the following list of cosets leaders with 64 compo-

nents where each components corresponds to a coset with its coset leaders ordered

w.r.t. the degree reverse lexicographic order ≺. Thus the set N is composed by the

first element of each component. Recall that this function also returns the function

Matphi and the error correction capacity of C, in this case t = 1. We denote by

CL(C)ji the j-th element of the set of coset leaders of weight i.

The main difference between this paper and previous works is the consideration

of all coset leaders and not just those belonging to N . Note that no subword of

two elements of y = e4 + e5 + e6 ∈ CL(C)23 is part of N , i.e. e4 + e5 ∈ CL(C)72,

e4 + e6 ∈ CL(C)132 and e5 + e6 ∈ CL(C)12 do not lie in N . Therefore the importance

of the second property of the Definition 7 to obtain the complete set of coset leaders.

The algorithm could be adapted without incrementing the complexity to get

more information such as:

• The Newton radius ν(C) of a binary code C is the largest weight of any vector

that can be uniquely corrected, or equivalently, ν(C) is the largest value among

the cosets with only one coset leader. In our example it suffice to analyze the last

element of the list CL(C) to obtain the coset of highest weight which contains

only one leader, i.e. ν(C) = 3 since CL(C)233 = [e5 + e9 + e10].

• The Covering radius ρ(C) of a binary code C is the smallest integer s such that

F
n
2 is the union of the spheres of radius s centered at the codewords of C, i.e.

ρ(C) = maxy∈Fn

2
minc∈C dH(y, c). It is well known that ρ(C) is the weight of
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h

Coset Leaders CL(C)

CL(C)0 [0]

CL(C)1 [e1], [e2], [e3], [e4], [e5], [e6], [e7], [e8], [e9], [e10],

CL(C)2

[e1 + e2, e5 + e6], [e1 + e3, e5 + e7], [e1 + e4, e5 + e8],

[e1 + e5, e2 + e6, e3 + e7, e4 + e8], [e1 + e6, e2 + e5],

[e1 + e7, e3 + e5], [e1 + e8, e4 + e5], [e1 + e9], [e1 + e10],

[e2 + e3, e6 + e7], [e2 + e4, e6 + e8], [e2 + e7, e3 + e6],

[e2 + e8, e4 + e6], [e2 + e9], [e2 + e10],

[e3 + e4, e7 + e8], [e3 + e8, e4 + e7], [e3 + e9],

[e3 + e10], [e4 + e9], [e4 + e10], [e5 + e9],

[e5 + e10], [e6 + e9], [e6 + e10], [e7 + e9],

[e7 + e10], [e8 + e9], [e8 + e10], [e9 + e10],

CL(C)3

[e1 + e2 + e3, e1 + e6 + e7, e2 + e5 + e7, e3 + e5 + e6],

[e1 + e2 + e4, e1 + e6 + e8, e2 + e5 + e8, e4 + e5 + e6],

[e1 + e2 + e7, e1 + e3 + e6, e2 + e3 + e5, e5 + e6 + e7],

[e1 + e2 + e8, e1 + e4 + e6, e2 + e4 + e5, e5 + e6 + e8],

[e1 + e2 + e9, e5 + e6 + e9], [e1 + e2 + e10, e5 + e6 + e10],

[e1 + e3 + e4, e1 + e7 + e8, e3 + e5 + e8, e4 + e5 + e7],

[e1 + e3 + e8, e1 + e4 + e7, e3 + e4 + e5, e5 + e7 + e8],

[e1 + e3 + e9, e5 + e7 + e9], [e1 + e3 + e10, e5 + e7 + e10],

[e1 + e4 + e9, e5 + e8 + e9], [e1 + e4 + e10, e5 + e8 + e10],

[e1 + e5 + e9, e2 + e6 + e9, e3 + e7 + e9, e4 + e8 + e9],

[e1 + e5 + e10, e2 + e6 + e10, e3 + e7 + e10, e4 + e8 + e10],

[e1 + e6 + e9, e2 + e5 + e9], [e1 + e6 + e10, e2 + e5 + e10],

[e1 + e7 + e9, e3 + e5 + e9], [e1 + e7 + e10, e3 + e5 + e10],

[e1 + e8 + e9, e4 + e5 + e9], [e1 + e8 + e10, e4 + e5 + e10],

[e1 + e9 + e10],

[e2 + e3 + e8, e2 + e4 + e7, e3 + e4 + e6, e6 + e7 + e8],

[e5 + e9 + e10]

the coset of largest weight. Likewise, in our example ρ(C) = 3 since CL(C)233 =

[e5 + e9 + e10] is the coset of highest weight.

• The Weight Distribution of the Coset Leaders of a binary code C is the list

WDCL = (α0, . . . , αn) where αi with 1 ≤ i ≤ n is the number of cosets with

coset leaders of weight i. Note that the set N is enough to compute this pa-

rameter. It is clear that

WDCL =
[

1, 10, 30, 23, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0
]

.
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• The number of coset leaders in each coset :

♯ (CL) =









1,

1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1,

2, 2, 2, 4, 2, 2, 2, 1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 2, 1, 1, 2, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1,

4, 4, 4, 4, 2, 2, 4, 4, 2, 2, 2, 2, 4, 4, 2, 2, 2, 2, 2, 2, 1, 4, 1









Note that there are 30 of the 64 cosets where the Complete Decoding Problem

(CDP) has a unique solution. It is also interesting to note that among the cosets

with one leaders there are more cosets exceeding the error correction capacity

(19) than achieving such capacity (11).

4. Computing a test set

Definition 16. A test-set T for a given code C is a set of codewords such that every

word y either lies in the Voronoi region of the all-zero vector, denoted by D(0), or

there exist t ∈ T such that wH(y − t) < wH(y).

In this section we show how Algorithm CLBC can be adapted to compute a

test-set.

Definition 17. The set of leader codewords of a given code C with parity check

matrix H is defined as:

L(C) =

{

n1 + n2 + ei

∣

∣

∣

∣

i /∈ supp(n1), n1 + ei 6= n2,

n1,n2 ∈ CL(C) and H(n1 + ei) = Hn2

}

.

For efficiency reasons we are just interested in a particular case of the above

object, when supp(n1 + ei) ∩ supp(n2) = ∅.

Remark 18. The difference between the algorithms CLBC and CLBC2 are the

steps from 10 to 12.

Theorem 19. The CLBC2 algorithm computes the set of coset leaders and the set

of leader codewords of a given binary code C.

Proof. By Remark 18 and Theorem 12 it remains to prove that the CLBC2 algo-

rithm computes the set of leader codewords. We first observe that all the words of

the set L(C) are leader codewords since t = t′ + ei and tj are in the same coset, in

particular t, tj ∈ CL(C)[tk], and by definition we have

t, tj ∈ CL(C), supp(t) ∩ supp(tj) = ∅ and i /∈ supp(t′).

Furthermore the algorithm ratifies that we are considering all the leader codewords,

since the elements of List are ordered by ≺ then, in each loop we study all leader

codewords of the form n1 + ei + n2 with n1,n2 ≤ t with t ∈ CL(C).
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Algorithm 2: CLBC2 Algorithm

Data: A weight compatible ordering ≺ and a parity check matrix H of a

binary code C.

Result: The set of coset leaders CL(C) and the set of leader codewords L(C)

for C.

1 List←− [0]; N ←− ∅; r ←− 0; CL(C)←− ∅; S ←− ∅; L(C)←− ∅;

2 while List 6= ∅ do

3 t←− NextTerm[List]; s←− tHT ;

4 k ←− Member[s,S];

5 if k 6= false then

6 if wH(t) = wH(tk) then

7 CL(C)[tk]←− CLC[tk] ∪ {t};

8 List←− InsertNext[t, List];

9 end if

10 for i ∈ supp(t) : t = t′ + ei with t′ ∈ CL(C) and i /∈ supp(t′)

11 L(C)←−

L(C) ∪ {t+ tj | tj ∈ CL(C)[tk] and supp(t) ∩ supp(tj) = ∅}

12 endfor

13 else

14 r ←− r + 1; tr ←− t; N ←− N ∪ {tr};

15 CL(C)[tr]←− {tr}; S ←− S ∪ {s};

16 List = InsertNext[tr, List];

17 end if

18 end while

Definition 20. We define the subset L1(C) of L(C) as

L1(C) =

{

n1 + n2 + ei

∣

∣

∣

∣

i /∈ supp(n1), n1 ∈ CL(C), n2 ∈ N ,

wH(n1 + ei) > wH(n2) and H(n1 + ei) = Hn2

}

.

Following Definition 9, N denotes the set of minimal elements w.r.t. a weight com-

patible ordering ≺ of each coset.

Remark 21. Note that the condition wH(n1 + ei) > wH(n2) is imposed just to

improve the efficiency of computing this set. Therefore L(C) can be rewritten as

L(C) =

{

n1 + n2 + ei

∣

∣

∣

∣

i /∈ supp(n1), wH(n1 + ei) > wH(n2)

n1,n2 ∈ CL(C) and H(n1 + ei) = Hn2

}

.

Thus the only difference between the sets L1(C) and L(C) is that n2 ∈ N instead

of n2 ∈ CL(C). In other words, to the element n2 in L1(C), not only do we ask for

belonging to the set of the coset leaders but also to be the least element in its coset

according to a fix weight compatible ordering ≺.

Theorem 22. The subset L1(C) of L(C) is a test-set for C.
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Proof. Let us consider a word y ∈ F
n
2 with supp(y) = {i1, . . . , im} ⊆ {1, . . . , n}

such that y /∈ CL(C). There must exist an integer 1 ≤ l < wH(y) such that

n1 := e1 + . . .+ eil ∈ CL(C) and n1 + eil+1
/∈ CL(C).

It is clear that l is strictly smaller than wH(y) since y /∈ CL(C).

Now we define n2 = N(n1+eil+1
). Since n1+eil+1

/∈ CL(C), we have wH(n2) <

wH(n1 + eil+1
). Thus t = n1 + n2 + eil+1

∈ L1(C).

Furthermore:

|supp(t) ∩ supp(y)| ≥ wH(n1 + eil+1
) > wH(n2) ≥ |supp(t) ∩ supp(y)|

where y denotes the relative complement of y in F
n
2 and, in consequence wH(y−t) <

wH(y) which completes the proof.

Remark 23. Since L1(C) ⊆ L(C) and by Theorem 22 the subset L1(C) form a test

set for C, then so is the set L(C).

The following theorem gives a bound for the weight of a leader codeword of a

given binary code C.

Theorem 24. Let c ∈ L(C) then wH(c) ≤ 2ρ(C) + 1 where ρ(C) is the covering

radius of C.

Proof. Let c ∈ CL(C) then there exists n1, n2 ∈ CL(C) and i /∈ supp(n1) such that

wH(n1 + ei) > wH(n2) and c = n1 + ei + n2. Applying the definition of covering

radius we have that wH(n1),wH(n2) ≤ ρ, thus wH(c) ≤ 2ρ+ 1.

Algorithm 3:

Data: A received vector y ∈ F
n
2 and the set of leader codewords L(C) of a

binary code C.

Result: The subset CL(y) of coset leaders corresponding to the coset C + y.

1 Computes N(y) by gradient-like decoding using the test-set L(C) ;

2 y←− N(y); S ←− {y}; L←− L(C);

3 while there exists c ∈ L : wH(y − c) = wH(y) do

4 y←− y − c; S ←− S ∪ {y};

5 L←− L− {c};

6 end while

Theorem 25. Algorithm 3 computes the subset CL(y) of coset leaders correspond-

ing to the coset C + y for a given received vector y ∈ F
n
2 .
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Proof. Let us first prove that every z ∈ CL(y) can be rewritten as z = N(y) − c

with c ∈ L(C). Let i ∈ supp(z) then z = n1+ei with i /∈ supp(n1) then, by Theorem

3, n1 ∈ CL(C). Furthermore we have that

HN(y) = Hz and wH(n1) < wH(z) = wH(N(y)).

Thus from the definition of leader codewords, N(y) + (n1 + ei) ∈ L(C), or equiva-

lently z = n1 + ei = c−N(y) with y ∈ L(C).

The proof is completed by noting that Theorem 22 guarantees Step 1.

4.1. Leader codewords and zero neighbors

In this section we will give a brief review of basic concepts from [2, Section 3] and

thus establish the relation between Zero-Neighbors and leader codewords of a binary

code C.

Definition 26. The Voronoi region of a codeword c ∈ C, denoted by D(c), is defined

as:

D(c) = {y ∈ F
n
2 | dH(y, c) ≤ dH(y, c′) for all c′ ∈ C \ {c}} .

Note that the set of Voronoi regions of a binary code C partition de space F
n
2 ,

however some points of Fn
2 may be contained in several regions. Furthermore the

Voronoi region of the all-zero codeword D(0) coincides with the set of coset leaders

of C, i.e. D(0) = CL(C).

Definition 27. For any subset A ⊂ F
n
2 we define X (A) as the set of words at

hamming distance 1 from A, i.e.

X (A) = {y ∈ F
n
2 | min {dH(y, a) : a ∈ A} = 1} .

We define the boundary of A as δ(A) = X (A) ∪ X (Fn
2 \A).

Definition 28. A nonzero codeword c ∈ C is called Zero-Neighbor if its Voronoi

region shares a common boundary with the set of coset leaders, i.e.

δ(D(z)) ∩ δ(D(0)) 6= ∅.

We will denote by Z(C) the set of all Zero-Neighbors of C that is to say:

Z(C) = {z ∈ C \ {0} : δ(D(z)) ∩ δ(D(0)) 6= ∅}

Note that, if z ∈ C \ {0} satisfies that X (D(0)) ∩ D(z) 6= ∅, then z ∈ Z(C).

Furthermore Z(C) is a test-set for C (see for instance [2, Theorem 3.16]). However

the only property of the set Z(C) that is essential for successful decoding is

X (D(0)) ⊆
⋃

z∈Z(C)

D(z).
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Thus if we restrict the set Z(C) to a smallest subset verifying the previous property

we still have a test-set for C. We will denote such subset of Z(C) by Zmin(C). Note

that the set Zmin(C) may be not unique, however its size is well defined.

Theorem 29. Let C be a binary code and z ∈ C \ {0}. Then the following are

equivalent:

(1) X (D(0)) ∩D(z) 6= ∅.

(2) z ∈ L(C).

Proof. If X (D(0)) ∩ D(z) 6= ∅ then there exists n1 ∈ D(0) = CL(C) and i /∈

supp(n1) such that n1 + ei ∈ X (D(0)) and n1 + ei ∈ D(z). That is to say,

wH(z− (n1 + ei)) ≤ wH(c− (n1 + ei)) for all c ∈ C \ {z}, (1)

or equivalently, n2 = z − (n1 + ei) ∈ CL(C) with z ∈ C, thus n2H = (n1 +

ei)H . Furthermore, the special case of c = 0 ∈ C \ {z} of Equation 1 implies that

wH(n2) ≤ wH(n1 + ei). Therefore all condition of Definition 17 are verified, i.e.

z = n1 + n2 + ei ∈ L(C).

Conversely, if z ∈ L(C), then z can be rewritten as z = n1 + n2 + ei where

(1) n1, n2 ∈ CL(C),

(2) i /∈ supp(n1),

(3) wH(n1 + ei) > wH(n2),

(4) Hn2 = H(n1 + ei).

Now (1) and (2) gives that n1 + ei ∈ X (D(0)), whereas (1), (3) and (4) clearly

force that CL(n1 + ei) = n2, i.e. wH(n2) ≤ wH(n1 + ei + c) for all c ∈ C, or

equivalently, n1 + ei ∈ D(z). Therefore X (D(0)) ∩D(z) 6= ∅.

Corollary 30. Let C be a binary code then Zmin(C) ⊆ L(C), for any minimal test-

set Zmin(C) obtained from Z(C).

Proof. Let Zmin(C) be a minimal test-set of C obtained from Z(C), then every

z ∈ Zmin(C) satisfies that X (D(0)) ∩ D(z) 6= ∅. Thus, by Theorem 29 we obtained

the required result.

Remark 31. Algorithm 18 gives the set of leader codewords L(C) of a binary code

C. Furthermore any minimal test-set Zmin is a subset of L(C), thus after performing

redundancy elimination to L(C), also a minimal test-set Zmin can be obtained.

Remark 32. There is a built in function CLBC2 in GBLA LC which performs

Algorithm 18 to compute L(C) and a variant of the same function which computes

L1(C).

Example 33. We use the same code of Example 15. Algorithm 18 returns L(C)

and L1(C), in this case we got that both set coincides. We describe below the set of

leader codewords with 14 elements of the given binary code C.



November 26, 2012 2:6 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE ws-ijac

14 M. Borges et al.

L(C) = L1(C) =



























































e3 + e4 + e7 + e8, e2 + e4 + e6 + e8,

e2 + e3 + e6 + e7, e1 + e4 + e5 + e8,

e1 + e3 + e5 + e7, e1 + e2 + e5 + e6,

e4 + e6 + e7 + e9 + e10, e3 + e6 + e8 + e9 + e10,

e2 + e7 + e8 + e9 + e10, e2 + e3 + e4 + e9 + e10,

e1 + e5 + e6 + e7 + e8 + e9 + e10,

e1 + e3 + e4 + e5 + e6 + e9 + e10,

e1 + e2 + e4 + e5 + e7 + e9 + e10,

e1 + e2 + e3 + e5 + e8 + e9 + e10



























































.

Note that the only nonzero codeword of C that is missing in L(C) is the codeword

y = (1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0) of weight 8. This result is consistent with the fact that

the covering radius of C is ρ(C) = 3, as shown in Example 15, and the statement of

Theorem 24 where we proved that the weight of a leader codeword is always less or

equal to 2ρ(C) + 1 = 7.

C =



































(0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0), (1, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1), (0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1),

(1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1), (1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0),

(0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0), (1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 1), (0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1),

(1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 0), (1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 1),

(0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0), (1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1), (0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 1),

(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0)



































In the following table we presents the computation results of a binary Golay

code and a binary BCH code.

[23, 12] Golay code [21, 12] BCH code

Codewords (2k) 4096 4096

Cosets (2n−k) 2048 512

Leader codewords (|L(C)|) 253 478

|L1(C)| 253 549

Table 1. Computation of the number of codewords, the number of cosets, the number of leader
codewords and the cardinality of |L1(C)| of the [23, 12, 7] binary Golay code and the [21, 12, 5]
binary BCH code.

Therefore we show an example where the subsets L(C) and L1(C) agree (this is

not a surprise since the Golay code is a perfect code) and an example where the

set L1(C) is smaller than L(C). Also note that both codes have the same number

of codewords but the Golay code has four times the number of cosets of the BCH

code. By contrast, the number of leader codewords is less in the Golay code.
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5. Complexity Analysis

For a detailed complexity analysis and some useful considerations from the compu-

tational point of view we refer the reader to [8]. The main difference with respect

to the previous works is that we not only provides a set of canonical forms N but

also the set of all coset leaders. The next theorem states an upper bound for the

number of iterations that the Algorithm CLBC will perform.

Theorem 34. The CLBC algorithm computes the set of coset leaders of a given

binary code C of length n after at most n|CL(C)| iterations.

Proof. Notice that by looking how the Algorithm 1 is constructed, the number of

iterations is exactly the size of List. Moreover note that we can write List as the

following set

List = {w+ ei | w ∈ CL(C) and i ∈ {1, . . . , n}}.

Therefore it is clear that the size of List is bounded by n|CL(C)|.

Remark 35.

(1) We can proceed analogously to the previous proof for estimating the required

memory space which is O (n|CL(C)|). In the best case O (|CL(C)|) of memory

space is needed so the CLBC algorithm is near the optimal case when consid-

ering memory requirements.

(2) The CLBC algorithm generates at most n|CL(C)| words from F
n
2 to compute

the set of all coset leaders. Therefore the proposed algorithm has near-optimal

performance and significantly reduced complexity.

(3) By construction the CLBC2 algorithm has the same time complexity as the

CLBC algorithm. The advantage of computing the set of leader codewords is

that it aid in solving similar problems as the function Matphi does but with a

structure which is considerately smaller.

6. Conclusion

In this paper we have formulated the Algorithm CLBC which turns out to be

quite efficient for computing all coset leaders of a binary code from the memory

requirements and the computational complexity point of view although, as it is

expected, the complexity of the algorithm is exponential (in the number of check

positions).

The difference of CLBC with its predecessors (see [4] and the references therein)

relies also in the computation of all coset leaders instead of a set of representative

leaders for the cosets, however, it supports the computation of the function Matphi.

Note that the computation of Matphi is not necessary at all for the main goal of

computing the coset leaders, we just have kept this resource in the algorithm because

this structure provides some computational advantages (see [6,8,7]) and, although
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the algorithm will be clearly faster without computing Matphi, the nature of the

computational complexity and space complexity will remain in the same order of

magnitude.

The Algorithm CLBC can be transformed into Algorithm CLBC2 in order to

compute the set of leader codewords, which turn out to be a set of zeroneighbors

that is a test set. The set of leader codewords allows to compute all coset leaders

corresponding to the coset of a received word. We have shown also that the set of

leader codewords contains any minimal test set.

Unfortunately, a generalization to non-binary linear codes is not straigthforward

from this work. The main reason seems to be that the solution based on Hamming

weight compatible orderings will not continue being possible since the error vector

ordering that is used in the general approach [8] is not a total degree compatible

ordering, although it allows to set up the computational environment in order to

compute Gröbner representations for linear codes.
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bases structure associated to linear codes. J. Discrete Math. Sci. Cryptogr., 10(2):151–
191, 2007.

[9] J. Bruck and M. Naor. The hardness of decoding linear codes with preprocessing.
IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 36(2):381–385, 1990.

[10] The GAP Group. GAP – Groups, Algorithms, and Programming, Version 4.12, 2009.
[11] T. Helleseth, T. Klove, and V.I. Levenshtein. Error-correction capability of binary

linear codes. Information Theory, IEEE Transactions on, 51(4):1408 – 1423, april
2005.

[12] W. Cary Huffman and Vera Pless. Fundamentals of error-correcting codes. Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 2003.

[13] R. A. Liebler. Implementing gradient descent decoding. Michigan Math. J., 58(1):285–



November 26, 2012 2:6 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE ws-ijac

Computing coset leaders and leader codewords of binary codes 17

291, 2009.
[14] I. Márquez-Corbella and E. Mart́ınez-Moro. Algebraic structure of the minimal sup-

port codewords set of some linear codes. Adv. Math. Commun., 5(2):233–244, 2011.
[15] J. L. Massey. Minimal codewords and secret sharing. In Proceedings of the 6th Joint

Swedish-Russian International Workshop on Information Theory, pages 246–249.
1993.

[16] K. Yasunaga and T. Fujiwara. On correctable errors of binary linear codes. Informa-

tion Theory, IEEE Transactions on, 56(6):2537 –2548, june 2010.


	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Computing the set of coset leaders
	4 Computing a test set
	4.1 Leader codewords and zero neighbors

	5 Complexity Analysis
	6 Conclusion

